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CiA— li’T (which gets away from ICLeindienst) , or can there be aiy hope in the press? 

fflS i B S B iagjpg "Agronsky <i Co." is a Saturday evening wTOP-TV (Wash. Post) after-the- 
news show tixat is supposedly carefullt balanced, always has f >ur participants, and often 
deals with current issues. At the end of those today they got to Iff, without a single 
mention of Kieindienst, with the "liberal" Agronsky asking th; question in terns of CIA-122, 
fonigh t*-s panels were Crosby Noyes and James J, Kilpatrick ( ;his week’s Shite douse guest, 
along with Oavid i'reen, when the President of Turkey was therj) on the right and Peter 
hisagor and Carl Kowan on the "liberal" side. 

Considering recent developments in the IPX' case, there w is hotter news, sore immediate 
angles, but it was put in these terms. 

i can’t recall another ingle question on which all four agree, even in the formulation 
of the defense, if not the designed ana intended defense, ox the Gin and US corporations. 


Rowan, th great liberal, started it by saying he didn’t know that ony oh to tilings 
xn the memos are true, ne, joined be each of the others, didn t question their genuine- 
ness. inst: ad they tail decided that tills had to be the self-serving outpouring of men 
earning their fat check. The closest any came to even suggest: ng anything like this had 
ever happened is Idsagor, who made passing reference to Gu.atem.la only and in a manner to 
bo taken by th • average listener as an isolated case. 


Theyviod with each other in. believing that no such thing happened, it am just the 
self-puffery of th; wage-earner. 

karlier, “oyes iiad alleged that in Florida Muskie became the candidate of the left, 
which is an adequate self-description. If he had not been bon. into the Star, it is doubtfx 
he could have made it as copy boy, instead of foreign editor. But the others lay claim to 
in c o.Lj.'ci c i/ tiUi'i oxpy risnee « 

Gan it possibly be they kno\-> so little of recent history^ Have reau so lit .;ie of the 
writing ox tueoj? peers ^ Xj. hOu txieir own^ Hc s lioss ans. wise* ertainly welj.^kin.own to aJ.i? 

xt may be tnat tiixs as an accidental seise non ox subject, but war ax .sot’ and 

we '~- th..-. jiiwmbers of the heaate foreign Relations CoBt.it cee to see it, how encouraged would 
tc«y be ijO pr&.wi , especially in an election year, with she agree investigation of ''..he 
inxluence of large corporations on policy, the proposal of 4nrch (who sliould thereby 
oecome .s ub-o cm t o e chairman j? 


ChS net i'V news aired the iTT flack in a statement (he ri fused to answer any questions) 
quo tea two separate •• i uestioneu-docuav=nts experts as saying the Beard memo was written not 
longer ago chan tills past January. Expert ox tins Kina taking is. .uu with no-over? Haro. But 
is -ini, etc., th--. way to test the authenticity of such documcx s? 



